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LoweI l  Braxton
Sta te  o f  Utah  Natura l  Resources
D i v i s i o n  o f  O i l ,  G a s  a n d  M i n i n g
355 West  Nor th  Temple
3  T r i a d  C e n t e r ,  S u i t e  3 5 0
sa l r  Lake c i ry ,  u rah  84180-L203

RE: Coal Stacking Tube Anen&nent, Utah Fuel Conpany, Skyline l,l ine,
AcTl007/005 - 90A, Folder #2, carbon county, Utah

Dear Lowel l :

We reviewed the subject amendnent whlch proposes to elioinate the shot-crete
barrier on the canyon slopes which contai.n the open coal stockpile. The
proposed alternatlve to shot-crete is to retain a perpetual buffer layer of coal
on the slopes and to train heavy equlpnent operators to not disturb this buffer
Iayer whl-le working the coal pile.

Based on our experience, lhe proposed alternative will not be effective over the
life of the stockpile. Over several years the coal buffer layer will- slough and
concinuously erode che slope. In additlon, there wlll be nistakes resulting in
slow buc continuous renoval of the natural slope material beneath the coal
buffer. Considering the above, we feel that a physlcal barrier must be provided
to protect the slopes. Any reasonable proposals wlll be considered.

If you have any questions, please contact the Forest Supervisor's Office in
Pr ice,  Utah.
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GEORGE A. MORRIS
Forest SuDervisor


